From: Edmundson Jim and Ellen [edmundson_elf@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2007 12:51 PM

To: Darton,Terry

Cc: Mary Harris; Roger Waud

Subject: Fwd: Comments on the VDEQ's proposed permit for Mirant's PRGS
To: Mr. Terry Dalton

Air Permit Manager

Virginia Department of Enviromental Quality (VDEQ)

From: Jim & Ellen Edmundson
Alexandria Citizens

Dear Mr. Dalton:

We strongly support the annexed comments of our next door neighbor, Roger Waud, especially
Paragraph 6 thereof. As 12th floor (14th from ground level) long term (13 years) owner residents, we
too "regularly experience inexplicable coughing and sneezing since the [Mirant] plant started using
trona, and [for decades before, we] have never had any allergies." Mr. Waud is right: "The permit should
not allow the use of trona without a [New Source Review] analysis..." with particular focus on the
trona's public health implications.

I [Mr. Edmundson] have lived in Marina Towers since May 1989, served in numerous capacities in the
Association, including President (2003-04), testified about Mirant before the City Planning Board and
City Council, and attended citizen and govermental meetings on how to cope with Alexandria's most
offensive industry. The truth is Mirant is the 800 pound gorilla and without government intervention, we
are simply at Mirant's mercy, an attribute of which it is sorely lacking. Please help us by requiring
Mirant to implement a comprehensive permit. Thank you.

Respectfull submitted,

Jim & Ellen Edmundson
501 Slaters Lane

#1201

Alexandria, VA 22314
703-683-6370

Note: forwarded message attached.



----- Original Message-----

From Roger Waud [rmailto: waudr @ontast . net]

Sent: Thursday, Novenber 15, 2007 11:39 AM

To: Roger Waud

Subj ect: Conments on the VDEQ s proposed permt for Mrant's PRGS

Dear NOTI Ce nenber,

FYl: comrents (due by Novenmber 19) enmmiled to Terry Darton, Permt
Manager, VDEQ on VDEQ s proposed operating permt for the Mrant plant.

To: M. Terry Darton

Air Permt Manager

Virginia Departnment of Environnmental Quality (VDEQ
<t hdarton@leq. vi r gi ni a. gov>

From Roger Waud
Al exandria Citizen

Dear M. Darton,

Here | submit ny coments on the VDEQ s proposed permt for Mrant's
PRGS (Potomac River Cenerating Station), the subject of VDEQ s
hearing in Al exandria this Novenber 19th.

1. The permit as witten allows PM2.5 (particulate matter) accedence
of NAQS (National Ambient Air Quality Standards) and doesn't
sufficiently protect public health. The pernmit uses PMLO as a
surrogate for PM2.5. There is no reason not to include a PM2.5 |imt
i nstead of using PMLO. In Maryland, just across the river fromthe
PRGS, power plants are required to use a PM.5 limt that neets

NAQS. Wiy should we be less protective of public health than they
are, particularly given that the PRGS is |located smack in the m ddle
of a dense residential area? PRGS is one of the very few power
plants in the United States so situated.

2. There is a state limt on PM2.5 but it is not in SIP (State
| mpl ementation Plan). Wy not?

3. PM.5 studies have repeatedly said that annual |imts should be
set | ower.

3. ESP's (Electrostatic Precipitators) are not good at reducing
PM2.5. Bag houses do a better job. The waste facility on Ei senhower
Avenue here in Al exandria denonstrates this. The permt should
require the PRGS to install bag houses.

4. The control technology the PRGS already has is not being used to
the fullest extent possible. The pernmit should require that the
pl ant use its existing controls to control enissions better

5. Wth the ongoi ng and proposed changes at PRGS why has NSR ( New
Source Review) not been triggered? DEQ said a year ago that they
woul d require an NSR, but it hasn't happened. \Why not?



6. It is not scientifically proven that trona reduces PM eni ssions.
Mor eover the health inpacts of Trona are not known. | live next to
the plant and | regularly experience inexplicable coughing and
sneezing since the plant started using trona, and | have never had
any allergies. The pernmt should not allow the use of trona w thout
an NSR anal ysis, both of its effectiveness at reducing PM en ssions
and its public health inplications.

7. The pernmit should require the use of CEMS (continuous eni ssion
nmonitoring systens). CEMS have been used in Europe for 20 years.
Currently CEMS are used in 6 locations in the U S. and there are

pl aces where they are required by permt. Especially because of the
| ocation of the PRGS in a dense residential area, the permt should
require the plant to use CEMS. There's no excuse for the permt not
to require use of CEMS.

8. | agree with the City of Alexandria's comments on and critique of
this permt. W need a conprehensive permt -- this pernmt doesn't do
it.

Si ncerely,

Roger Waud

501 Sl aters Lane

#1203

Al exandri a, VA 22314
Ph. 703-838-7603



